issue of Circulation on the conversion of cardiovascular conference abstracts into full-text publications. The authors used an automated algorithm to analyze the fate of all abstracts presented than a third of all abstracts initially presented were eventually published in peerreviewed journals within 2 years of the conference; furthermore, publication rates slowed dramatically thereafter. We agree with the authors that efforts to understand these delays in publication and to facilitate the dissemination of scientific knowledge are needed to accelerate the transition of scientific discovery into clinical practice. However, we admit to being surprised about their statements that the completeness and speed of conversion from abstract to publication are unknown (Abstract), that no previous study has systematically assessed the scientific yield of medical conferences (Clinical Perspective), and that future studies should examine the association of reviewer ratings with later publication (Discussion).
